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specified powers and thus they had every right to withdraw
that authority from the hody which they had themselves of
their free will brought into being, if at any time they found
that their interests suffered at the hands of that body. He
maintained that sovereignty being from its nature indivisible
the states could not transfer any part of it to another
body. That is to say he advocated the doctrine of nullifi-
cation as well as that of secession. Ho could not allow the
majroity to tyrannise over the minority by enacting laws
prejudicial to the latter's interests. Thus Calhoun based his
theory on two principles, (1) Sovereignty being indivi-
sible, two bodies cannot be sovereign in tho same area
or over the same people, and (2) when a certain amount of
authority can be delegated by a body when it i>s in its
interests to do so, that authority can also bo withdrawn
whenever the withdrawal is in the interests oli the delegating
body. There is enough matter for serious consideration in
these arguments as also in those advanced by Daniel
Webster who advocated the Nationalist Theory of Union,
Webster contended that the authority of the Central
Government was derived not from tho governments of the
States but from the people of all the states taken as a
whole. He supported his doctrine by tho actual words in
which the preamble to the U. S. A, constitution was drawn
up. This preamble runs, " We the people of the United
States, in order to form a more perfect union, establish
justice, insure domestic tranquility, provide for the
common defence, promote the general welfare, and secure
the blessings of liberty to overselves and our posterity, do
ordain and establish this Constitution for tho United States
of America/' Webster's supporters, the members of the
Federalist party, among them notably Abraham Lincoln,
who supported him when the Civil War became imminent,
challenged the sovereignty of the states on the ground that
prior to the union these states were subordinate to the

